
able. This information can be found in MCl Communications Corporation's FCC Tariff No.1:

Section C3.2119, subsections 9.11 and 9.12, page 1110 (Basic Card rate and surcharges); Section

3.02418, subsection 0248.11, page 369 (Collect rates); and Section 3.0243, footnote No.2, page

376. In addition, WorldCom's mass markets organization in Pentagon City, Virginia, maintains

an online information system called Webster that supports sales and customer service represen­

tatives databases and contains information about rates for these WorldCom services that is gen­

erally duplicative of the information contained in WorldCom's tariffs.

55. The finance group in WorldCom's mass markets organization in Pentagon City, Vir­

ginia, maintains information about revenues and costs of WorldCom services that competed with

US WEST's 1-800-4USWEST service - more specifically, for calling card and collect services.

The finance group generally prepares this information on a quarterly basis, and although its files

are not necessarily complete, it has some profitability-related information that goes back at least

to 1998. Other groups in WorldCom's mass markets organization also maintain documents in

this category. Two examples are a December 1999 analysis entitled 1999 Card Performance:

Marketing Analysis, which contains, among other things, information about Falling card reve­

nues, minutes, and customers for 1998 and 1999, and a document entitled 1998 Card Perform­

ance Analysis dated January 13, 1998, which contains some similar information. This type of

information is proprietary and confidential, and WorldCom would object to producing it except

pursuant to an appropriate protective order.

56. WorldCom has copies of publicly available FCC reports containing information about

the market shares of interexchange carriers; these reports do not break down this information for

specific services included in US WEST's 1-800-4USWEST service. WorldCom purchased a

1997 study conducted by Frost & Sullivan entitled U.S. Operator Services and Calling Card
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Markets which contains information about the shares of interexchange carriers for operator

services and calling cards; WorldCom purchased this study under an agreement that prohibits

reproduction and copying. WorldCom also purchased a study conducted by the Yankee Group

in 2000 entitled The 2000 Technologically Advanced Family that, among other things. contains

share information for different providers of calling card services. WorldCom's mass markets

organization has also prepared documents that contain estimates of WorldCom' s share of certain

services. One example is a document entitled 1998 Card Peifonnance Analysis dated January

13, 1998. WorldCom's own service-specific estimates are proprietary and confidential, and

WorldCom would object to producing them except pursuant to an appropriate protective order.

57. WorldCom identifies the following people who have firsthand knowledge of the facts

alleged with particularity in this Supplemental Complaint on the basis of each person's role as an

officer or employee of WorldCom:

a. Kristin Harrison, Product Manager, WorldCom Calling Card, 701 South

Twelfth Street, Arlington, VA 22202. Ms. Harrison manages the group responsible for the mar­

keting of WorldCom's Away From Home services, including calling cards and personal 800

numbers.

b. Matthew Richbourg, Senior Manager - Mass Markets Finance, 70 I South

Twelfth Street, Arlington, VA 22202. Mr. Richbourg is in the group responsible for financial

issues related to WorldCom' s international and calling card products.

c. Steven C. Johnson, Vice President, IntelligentServices Network Services

and Solutions, 601 South Twelfth Street, Arlington, VA 22202. Mr. Johnson is responsible for

operating the operator services and directory assistance functions for the company.
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d. James Orrell, Senior Manager, Customer Analysis Information Services,

701 South Twelfth Street, Arlington, VA 22202. Mr. Orrell's responsibilities include reporting

on residential and small business customer data for the MCI group.

58. WorldCom selected the persons identified in the preceding paragraph based on their

day-to-day responsibilities and subject-matter expertise. These persons are in departments that

have responsibility with respect to WorldCom services that compete with the services included

in U S WEST's 1-800-4USWEST service.

59. WorldCom is presently unable to identify any individuals affiliated with U S WEST

who may have knowledge concerning the facts alleged with particularity in the complaint.

60. WorldCom identifies the following expert witnesses: John H. Landon and David W.

Sosa, Analysis GrouplEconomics, Two Embarcadero Center, Suite 1750, San Francisco, Cali­

fornia 94111. Copies of their curriculum vitae are attached to this Supplemental Complaint as

Exhibits 2 and 3. Drs. Landon and Sosa will testify that the methodology described in this Sup­

plemental Complaint for the calculation of WorldCom's damages is reasonable and appropriate,

and when they obtain the necessary data, they will apply that methodology to the data and de­

termine the amount of WorldCom's damages. Drs. Landon and Sosa are presently unable to

identify with greater specificity the information that they will consider in forming their opinions

because they have not yet obtained that information, including the information that U S WEST

will provide in discovery.
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REQUEST FOR RELIEF

61. WHEREFORE, WorldCom respectfully requests that the Commission award dam-

ages to WorldCom in an amount to be determined based on the methodology described above in

order to compensate WorldCom for the damages caused by US WEST's adjudicated violation of

section 271 of the Act.

Respectfully submitted,

WORLDCOM, INC.

Anthony C. Epstein
Orner C. Eyal
STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP
1330 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
202-429-8065
202-429-3902 (fax)

Dated: April 17, 2001

By:
Lisa B. Smith
Kecia Boney Le
WORLDCOM, ~C.
1133 Nineteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
202-736-6270
202-736-6359 (fax)
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION,

Complainant,

v.

U S WEST COMMUNICAnONS, INC.,

Defendant.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

File No. E-97-40

DECLARATION OF KRISTIN HARRISON

I, Kristin Harrison, declare as follows:

1. I am the Product Manager for the WorldCom Calling Card. I have firsthand

knowledge of certain facts alleged in the Supplemental Complaint Concerning Damages

submitted by WorldCom, Inc. ("WorldCom") on the basis of my role as an erp.ployee of

WorldCom.

2. I have carefully reviewed the Supplemental Complaint, and the information in

paragraphs 6, 14, 18, 19, 23, and 28 is true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on April 16, 2001.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION,

Complainant,

v.

US WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC.,

Defendant.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

File No. E-97-40

DECLARATION OF DAVID W. SOSA

I, David W. Sosa, declare as follows:

1. I am an economist with Analysis Group/Economics. A copy ofmy curriculum

vitae is attached as Exhibit 2 to the Supplemental Complaint Concerning Damages submitted by

WorldCom, Inc. ("WorldCom").

2. I have carefully reviewed the Supplemental Complaint, and in particular

paragraphs 10-29 concerning the methodology for calculating WorldCom's damages, and in my

professional judgment, that methodology is reasonable and appropriate.

I declare under penalty ofpeIjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on April 16, 2001.

.._-_.,.,--_.------,.._-_._-----------
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION,

Complainant,

v.

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC.,

Defendant.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

File No. E-97-40

PROTECTIVE ORDER

This Protective Order is intended to facilitate and expedite the discovery and review of
documents containing trade secrets and commercial or financial information obtained from a
person and which is privileged or confidential. It prescribes the manner in which "Confidential
Information," as that term is defined herein, is to be treated by the parties. The Order is not
intended to constitute a resolution of the merits concerning whether any Confidential Information
would be released publicly by the Commission upon a proper request under the Freedom of
Information Act or other applicable law or regulation, including 47 C.F.R. § 0.442.

1. Definitions

a. Authorized Representative. "Authorized Representative" shall mean (i)
counsel for the Reviewing Party to this proceeding, including in-house counsel actively engaged
in the conduct of this proceeding, and their associated attorneys, paralegals, clerical staff, and
other employees, to the extent reasonably necessary to render professional services in this
proceeding; (ii) persons, including employees of the Reviewing Party, requested by counsel for
the Reviewing Party to furnish technical or other expert advice or service, or otherwise engaged
to prepare material for the express purpose of formulating filings in this proceeding; or (iii) any
person designated by the Commission in the public interest, upon such terms as the Commission
may deem proper. Notwithstanding the foregoing, "Authorized Representative" shall not include
any attorney or other person employed by the Reviewing Party who is involved in competitive
decision-making, i.e., any employee who participates in or gives advice concerning any of the
Reviewing Party's business decisions that could be influenced or affected by Confidential
Information. Before obtaining access to any Confidential Information, any Authorized Repre­
sentative must execute the attached Declaration.

b. Commission. "Commission" means the Federal Communications
Commission or any arm of the Commission acting pursuant to delegated authority.

c. Confidential Information. "Confidential Information" means (i) informa-
tion provided in discovery or submitted to the Commission by the Submitting Party that has been
so designated by the Submitting Party and which the Submitting Party has determined in good
faith constitutes trade secrets or commercial or financial information which is privileged or
confidential within the meaning of Exemption 4 of the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.c.



§ 552(b)(4); (ii) infonnation provided in discovery or submitted to the Commission by the
Submitting Party that has been so designated by the Submitting Party and which the Submitting
Party has detennined in good faith falls within the tenns of Commission orders designating the
items for treatment as Confidential Infonnation; and (iii) infonnation that the Commission has
allowed to be examined off-site and that otherwise complies with the requirements of this
paragraph. Confidential Infonnation includes documents (and copies of documents) containing
Confidential Infonnation and infonnation derived from Confidential Infonnation. For purposes
of this order, the tenn "document" means all written, recorded, electronically stored, or graphic
material, whether produced or created by a party or another person.

d. Declaration. "Declaration" means Attachment A to this Protective Order.

e. Reviewing Party. "Reviewing Party" means a party in this proceeding that
seeks or obtains access to Confidential Infonnation.

f. Submitting Party. "Submitting Party" means a party that seeks confiden-
tial treatment of Confidential Infonnation pursuant to this Protective Order.

2. Claim of Confidentiality. The Submitting Party may designate infonnation as
"Confidential Infonnation" consistent with the definition of that tenn in paragraph 1 of this
Protective Order. The Commission may, sua sponte or upon petition, pursuant to 47 C.F.R.
§§ 0.459 and 0.461, detennine that all or part of the infonnation claimed as "Confidential
Infonnation" is not entitled to such treatment.

3. Procedures for Filing Confidential Information Under Seal. A Reviewing Party
may, in any documents that it files in this proceeding, reference Confidential Infonnation, but
only if it complies with the following procedures:

a. Any portions of the pleadings that contain or disclose Confidential
Infonnation must be segregated from the remainder of the pleadings;

b. The portions of pleadings containing or disclosing Confidential Infonna-
tion must be covered by a separate letter to the Secretary of the Commission referencing this
Protective Order;

c. Each page of any party's filing that contains or discloses Confidential In-
fonnation subject to this Protective Order must be clearly marked "Confidential Infonnation
Included Pursuant to Protective Order, File No. E-97-40 - Do Not Release;" and

d. The confidential portion(s) of the pleading shall be filed under seal the
Secretary of the Commission and shall not be placed in the Commission's Public File, unless the
Commission directs otherwise (with notice to the Submitting Party and an opportunity to
comment on such proposed disclosure). Such confidential portions shall be served under seal. A
party filing a pleading containing Confidential Infonnation shall also file a redacted copy of the
pleading containing no Confidential Infonnation, which copy shall be placed in the Commis­
sion's public files. A Submitting Party of a Reviewing Party may provide to Commission staff
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courtesy copies under seal of pleadings containing Confidential Information, so long as the notice
required by subsection c of this paragraph is not removed.

4. Storage of Confidential Information at the Commission. The Secretary of the
Commission or other Commission staff to whom Confidential Information is submitted shall
place the Confidential Information in a non-public file. Confidential Information shall be
segregated in the files of the Commission, and shall be withheld from inspection by any person
not bound by the terms of this Protective Order, unless such Confidential Information is released
from the restrictions of this Order either through agreement of the parties, or pursuant to the
order of the Commission or a court of competent jurisdiction.

5. Inspection of Confidential Information. Confidential Information shall be main-
tained by a Submitting Party for inspection at a location in Washington, D.C. Inspection shall be
carried out by Authorized Representatives upon reasonable notice (generally not to exceed one
business day) during normal business hours.

6. Copies of Confidential Information. The Submitting Party shall provide a copy of
the Confidential Information to Authorized Representatives upon request and may charge a
reasonable copying fee not to exceed twenty five cents per page. Authorized Representatives
may make additional copies of Confidential Information but only to the extent required and
solely for the preparation and use in this proceeding. Authorized Representatives must maintain
a written record of any additional copies made and provide this record to the Submitting Party
upon reasonable request. The original copy and all other copies of the Confidential Information
shall remain in the care and control of Authorized Representatives at all times. Authorized
Representatives having custody of any Confidential Information shall keep the documents
properly secured at all times.

7. Procedures for Obtaining Access to Confidential Documents. Counsel for a Re-
viewing Party shall provide to the Submitting Party and the Commission a copy of the attached
Declaration for each Authorized Representative within five (5) business days after the attached
Declaration is executed, or by any other deadline that may be prescribed by the Commission,
provided that for any person retained by the Reviewing Party to furnish technical or expert advice
or service, counsel for the Reviewing Party shall provide the executed Declaration to the
Submitting Party no less than five (5) business days before any such person reviews or has access
to any Confidential Information. Each Submitting Party shall have an opportunity to object to
the disclosure of Confidential Information to any person retained by the Reviewing Party to
furnish technical or expert advice or service. Any such objection must be filed at the Commission
and served on counsel representing, retaining or employing such person within three business
days after receiving a copy of that person's Declaration. Until any such objection is resolved by
the Commission and any court of competent jurisdiction prior to any disclosure, and unless that
objection is resolved in favor of the person seeking access, persons subject to an objection from a
Submitting Party shall not have access to Confidential Information.

8. Access to Confidential Information. Confidential Information shall be made
available only to Authorized Representatives and Commission staff and consultants. Consultants
under contract to the Commission may obtain access to Confidential Information only if they

3
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have signed, as part of their employment contract, a non-disclosure agreement or if they executed
the attached Declaration. Any person with access to Confidential Information shall have the
obligation to ensure that access to Confidential Information is strictly limited as prescribed in this
Protective Order and Confidential Information is used only as provided in this Protective Order.

9. Use of Confidential Information. Persons obtaining access to Confidential Infor-
mation under this order shall use the information solely for preparation and the conduct of this
proceeding and any subsequent judicial proceeding arising directly from this proceeding. Except
as provided herein, such persons shall not use or disclose such information for any other purpose,
including for competitive business or commercial purposes or in any other administrative,
regulatory or judicial proceedings. This shall not preclude the use of any material or information
that is in the public domain or has been developed independently by any other person who has
not had access to the Confidential Information nor otherwise learned of its contents.

10. Requests for Additional Disclosure. If any person requests disclosure of Confi-
dential Information outside the terms of this Protective Order, such requests will be treated in
accordance with Sections 0.442 and 0.461 of the Commission's rules.

11. No Waiver of Confidentiality. Disclosure of Confidential Information as provided
herein by any person shall not be deemed a waiver by the Submitting Party of any privilege or
entitlement to confidential treatment of such Confidential Information. The Reviewing Party, by
viewing this material, agrees: (a) not to assert any such waiver; (b) not to use Confidential
Information to seek disclosure in any other proceeding; and (c) that accidental disclosure of
Confidential Information by a Submitting Party shall not be deemed a waiver of any privilege or
entitlement.

12. Subpoena by Courts or Other Agencies. If a court or another administrative
agency subpoenas or orders production of Confidential Information that a Reviewing Party has
obtained under terms of this order, the Reviewing Party shall promptly notify the Submitting
Party of such subpoena or order. Consistent with the independent authority of any court or
administrative agency, such notification must be accomplished such that the Submitting Party has
a full opportunity to oppose such production prior to the production or disclosure of any
Confidential Information.

13. Client Consultation. Nothing in this Protective Order shall prevent or otherwise
restrict counsel for the Reviewing Party from rendering advice to their clients relating to the
conduct of this proceeding and any subsequent judicial proceeding arising therefrom and, in the
course thereof, relying generally on Confidential Information, provided, however, that in
rendering such advice and otherwise communicating with such client, counsel shall not disclose
Confidential Information except as otherwise authorized in this Protective Order.

14. Violations of Protective Order. Should a Reviewing Party that has properly ob-
tained access to Confidential Information under this Protective Order violate any of its terms, it
shall immediately convey that fact to the Commission and to the Submitting Party. Further,
should such violation consist of improper disclosure or use of Confidential Information, the
violating party shall take all necessary steps to remedy the improper disclosure or use. The
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violating party shall also immediately notify the Commission and the Submitting Party. in
writing, of the identify of each person known or reasonably suspected to have obtained the
Confidential Information through any such disclosure. The Commission retains its full authority
to fashion appropriate sanctions for violations of this Protective Order, including but not limited
to suspension or disbarment of attorneys from practice before the Commission, forfeitures, cease
and desist orders, and denial of further access to Confidential Information in this or any other
Commission proceeding. Nothing in this Protective Order shall limit any other rights and
remedies available to the Submitting Party at law or equity against any party using Confidential
Information in a manner not authorized by the Protective Order.

15. Termination of Proceeding. The provisions of this Protective Order shall not termi­
nate at the conclusion of this proceeding. Unless otherwise ordered by the Commission or a
court of competent jurisdiction, within two weeks after conclusion of this proceeding (which
includes any administrative or judicial review), Authorized Representatives of Reviewing Parties
shall destroy or return to the Submitting Party all Confidential Information, as well as all copies
and derivative materials made. No material whatsoever derived from Confidential Information
may be retained by any person having access thereto, except counsel to a party in this proceeding
may retain, under the continuing strictures of this Protective Order, two copies of pleadings
submitted on behalf of the Reviewing Party and other attorney work product. All Authorized
Representatives shall make certification of compliance herewith, and counsel for the Reviewing
Party shall deliver these certifications to counsel for the Submitting Party not more than three
weeks after conclusion of this proceeding.

16. Additional Rights Preserved. The entry of this Protective Order is without preju-
dice to the rights of the Submitting Party to apply for additional or different pr,otection where it is
deemed necessary or to the rights of the Reviewing Party to request further or renewed disclosure
of Confidential Information.

17. Effect of Protective Order. This Protective Order constitutes an Order of the
Commission and an agreement between the Reviewing Party and the Submitting Party.

18. Authority. This Order is issued pursuant to sections 4(i) and 4(j) of the Commu-
nications Act of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.c. §§ 154(i) and (j), and 47 c.F.R. § 0.457(d), and is
effective upon its adoption.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

[name]
Enforcement Bureau
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Appendix A

DECLARATION AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY

I hereby acknowledge that I have received and read a copy of the Protective Order in this
proceeding and that I understand it. I agree that I am bound by this Order and that I shall not
disclose or use documents or information designated as "Confidential Information" or any
information gained therefrom except as permitted by the Order. I understand that Confidential
Information shall not be disclosed to anyone except in accordance with the terms of the
Protective Order and shall be used only for purposes of the proceedings in this matter. I
acknowledge that a violation of the Protective Order is a violation of an order of the Federal
Communications Commission, and that this Protective Order is also a binding agreement with
the Submitting Party.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on this _ day of , 2001.

Signature.

Printed Name

Title

Employer

Address

Telephone

6
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Phone: (415) 263-2224
Fax: (415) 391-8505
jlandon@analysisgroup.com

JOHN H. LANDON
Principal

Two Embarcadero Center
Suite 1750

San Francisco. CA 94111

John Landon specializes in the application of economic and statistical principles to firms. industries

and markets. His work has spanned many industries including electric and gas utilities. computer

equipment. computer software, pharmaceuticals, hospitals, medical implants, publishing,

transponation, and manufacturing. He has provided repons and testimony on issues including

mergers, antitrust actions, contract disputes, regulatory rule determinations. and,labor market

disputes.

Dr. Landon has testified more than 100 times before federal district couns, state couns, the Securities

and Exchange Commission, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, and various state

commissions, and has prepared numerous expen repons and affidavits. He has authored or co­

authored more than 20 articles published in academic and trade journals, two book chapters, and

several monographs. His research areas include electric utilities, labor markets, venical integration,

and technological change.

Prior to joining Analysis Group Economics, Dr. Landon was Senior Vice President at NERA, Inc.

Previously, he held positions as Associate Professor of Economics at the Uniyersity of Delaware and

Case Western Reserve University. Dr. Landon holds a Ph.D. in Economics from Cornell University.

PROFESSIONAL ACTIVITIES

Member of the Governor of Delaware's Economic Advisory Committee
~

Director of the Center for Policy Studies at the University of Delaware

A Director of the Delaware Econometric Model Group

Senior Research Associate in the Research Program in Industrial EcGnomics at Case Western
Reserve University

Member of the American Economic Association

Associate Member of the American Bar Association
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TESTIFYING EXPERIENCE:

• Oklahoma Gas and Electric Company
Before the Arkansas Public Service Commission, Docket No. 00-190-U. September 29.2000.
(Direct Testimony) October 24,2000 (Rebuttal).

• Public Service Company of New Mexico
Before the New Mexico Public Regulation Commission, Case No. 3137. May 31. :WOO.

• Eastern Edison Company
Before the Superior Court, Commonwealth of Massachusetts, Boston, Massachusetts. on behalf
of Eastern Edison Company, March 29, 2000.

• Florida Power & Light Company
Before the Florida Public Service Commission, Docket No. 991462-EU, Petition for
determination of need for electrical power plant in Okeechobee County by Okeechobee
Company, L.L.c., February 18,2000. (Direct and Supplemental Testimonies)

• Sierra Pacific Power CompanylNevada Power Company (Nevada Power)
Comments on proposed Code of Conduct rules filed with the State of Nevada Public Utilities
Commission. PUCN Docket No. 97-8001 (Provider of Last Resort), January 26, 2000.

• Ohio Power Company and Columbus Southern Power Company
Before the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio, Case Nos. 99-1729-EL-ETP, 99-1730-EL-ETP,
December 30, 1999 (Direct Testimony); April 18, 2000 (Supplemental Direct Testimony).

• Christian Hellwig vs. Autodesk, Inc.
Before the Superior Court of the State of California for the County of Marin, Case No. 174842,
December 14, 1999.

• Public Service Company of New Mexico
Comments on proposed Code of Conduct rules filed with the New Mexico Public Regulation
Commission, NMPRC Case No. 3106, September 27, 1999.

• Arizona Public Service Company
Before the Arizona Corporation Commission, Docket Nos. E-01345A-98-0473. E-01345A-97­
0773, and RE-OOOOOC-94-0165, July 21, 1999. (Direct, Rebuttal and Surrebuttal Testimonies)

• Appalachian Power Company
Before West Virginia Public Service Commission in West Virginia PSC Case No. 98-0452-E-GI,
July 7, 1999. (Direct and Rebuttal Testimonies)

• Ameren Corporation and Union Electric Company
Comments on behalf of Ameren Corporation and Union Electric Company filed with the State of
Missouri Public Service Commission concerning proposed affiliate transactions rules for electric,
gas, and steamheating utilities (Proposed Rule 4 CSR 240-20.015) and marketing affiliate rules
for gas utilities (Proposed Rule 4 CSR 240-20.016). (Direct Comments filed June 30, 1999 and
Reply Comments filed July 30, 1999)
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GTE Corporation and Bell Atlantic Corporation Merger
Before the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California, Application 98-12-005, June
21. 1999. (Report and Rebuttal Testimony)

Kathleen Betts v. United Airlines, Inc.
Before the United States District Court, Northern District of California, Case No. C97-4329 CW,
March 25, 1999.

Commonwealth Edison Company
Before the Illinois Commerce Commission, Docket Nos. 98-0147 and 98-0148, October 1998.
(Direct and Rebuttal Testimonies)

The McGraw-Hili Companies
Before the United States District Court for the District of Colorado, Civil Action No. 96-Z-1 087.
October 1998.

Nevada Power Company
Before the Public Utilities Commission of Nevada, Docket No. 97-5034, September 1998.

Arizona Public Service Corporation
Before the Arizona Corporation Commission. Docket No. RE-00000C-94-165. August 1998.

Arizona Public Service Corporation
Before the Arizona Corporation Commission, Docket No. E-01345A-98-0245, July 1998.

The Detroit Edison Company
Before the Michigan Public Service Commission, July 1998.

Delmarva Power & Light Company
Before the Maryland Public Service Commission, Case No. 8738, July 1, 1998.

Nevada Power Company
Before the Public Utilities Commission of Nevada, Docket No. 97-5034, July 1998.

Nevada Power Company
Before the Public Utilities Commission of Nevada, Docket No. 97-8001, June 1998.

Delmarva Power & Light Company
Before the Delaware Public Service Commission, PSC Docket No. 97-394F, May 1998.

The McGraw-Hili Companies, Inc.
Before the District Court, City and County of Denver, State of Colorado, Case No. 96-CV-6977,
May 1998.

Southern California Edison Company
Before the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California, Application Nos. 97-11-004,
97-11-011,97-12-012, May 1998.

Commonwealth Edison Company
Before the Illinois Commerce Commission, Docket No. 98-0013, March, 1998. (Direct,.Rebuttal
and Surrebuttal Testimonies)
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• Arizona Public Service Corporation
Before the Arizona Corporation Commission, Docket No. U-0000-94-165. February 4. 1998.

• Silvaco Data Systems
Before the Superior Court for the State of California. November 7. 1997.

• Entergy Gulf States, Inc.
Public Utility Commission of Texas, April 4, 1997 and October 24. 1997.

• Delmarva Power & Light Company
Before the Maryland Public Service Commission. Delaware Docket No. 79-229. August 19.
1997.

• The McGraw-Hili Companies, Inc.
Before the United States District Court for the District of Colorado, Civil Action No. 94-WM­
1697, July 17,1997.

• Donaldson, Lufkin & Jenrette
In the matter of the arbitration between Donaldson, Lufkin & Jenrette Securities Corporation and
Lori Zager, NYSE No. 1996-005868, April I}, 1997.

• Louisiana Pacific
Superior Court of the State of California. County of Humbolt, Case No. 94DRO166, February
10,1997.

• HolTmann-La Roche, Inc.
Superior Court of the State of California, County of Santa Clara. Case No. CV 746366, February
4,1997.

• Arizona Public Service Company
Arizona Corporation Commission, Docket No. R-OOOO-94-165, November 27, 1996.

• MidAmerican Energy Company
Iowa State Utilities Board, Docket No. APP-96-1 and RPU-96-8 (Consolidated). October 30,
1996.

• California Tennis Club
Superior Court of the State of California. County of San Francisco, Case No. 972651, September
27, 1996.

• EI Paso Electric Company
United States District Court, District of New Mexico, Civil Action No. 95-485-LCS, July 2 and
3. 1996.

• Nevada Power Company
American Arbitration Association in the matter Saguaro Power Company, Inc. v. Nevada Power
Company, AAA Case No. 79 Y 199005495, May 29,1996.

• Arizona Public Service Company
Arizona Corporation Commission, Docket No. U-1345-95-491, March 1 and April 4, 1996.
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Fireman's Insurance Companies
Insurance Commissioner of the State of California. Case No. RB-94-002-00. February 9, 1996.

Nevada Power Company
American Arbitration Association in the matter Nevada Cogeneration Associates #1 and Nevada
Cogeneration Associates #2 v. Nevada Power Company. AAA Case No. 79 Y 1990064 95.
December 6 and 7. 1995.

Beverly Enterprises-California, Inc.
Superior Court of the State of California, County of San Francisco. Case No. 962589, November
6 and 7.1995.

PECO Energy Company
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, Docket No. 1-940032, November 6, 1995.

Southern California Gas Company
Private arbitration panel in the matter Marathon Oil Company v. Southern California Gas
Company, May 18, 1995.

Southern Company Services, Inc.
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. Docket Nos. ER94-1348-000 and EL94-85-000,
November 7, 1994.

American Electric Power Service Corporation
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER93-540-00I, August 26. 1994 and
January 18, 1995.

Florida Power & Light Company
Florida Public Service Commission, Docket No. 930548-EG, May 19, May 25 and June 6, 1994.

PECO Energy Company and Susquehanna Electric Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER94-8-000, January21. 1994.

EI Paso Electric Company and Central & South West Services, Inc.
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. EC94-7-000, January 10 and December 12,
1994.

Benziger Family Ranch Associates, dba Glen Ellen Winery, et aI.
Superior Court of California, Sonoma County, Case No. 187834, June 23, 1993.

The Montana Power Company
Montana Public Service Commission, Docket No. 93.6.24, June 21, 1993 and October IS, 1993.

Consumers Power Company
Michigan Public Service Commission, Case No. U-I0335, May 10, 1993.

Detroit Edison Company
Michigan Public Service Commission, Case Nos. U-I0143 and U-10176, March 1, 1993 and
May 17, 1993.
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Florida Power & Light Company
Florida Public Service Commission, Docket No. 920606-EG. December 15. 1992 and January
20. 1993.

Intennedics, Inc.
United States District Court, Northern District of California. Civil Action No. 90-20233 JW
(WDB). December 2. 1992.

Eaton Corporation, et al.
Superior Court of California. Sonoma County, Case No. 179105. August 24,1992.

Florida Power & Light Company
Florida Public Service Commission. Docket No. 920520-EQ. August 5. 1992.

Florida Power & Light Company
Florida Public Service Commission. Docket No. 891324-EU. March 12. 1991.

Iowa Public Service Company
Iowa State Utilities Board. Docket No. SPU-88-7. February 28. 1989 and September I, 1989.

Arizona Public Service Company
Arizona Corporation Commission. Docket No. U-1345-88-180. November 7. 1988 and January
17.1989.

Delmarva Power and Light Company
Delaware Public Service Commission, Docket No. 88-16, June 3, 1988. February 10, 1989 and
April 24. 1989. .

Florida Power Corporation
Florida Public Service Commission. Docket No. 86000I-EI-G. Investigation Into Affiliated
Cost-Plus Fuel Supply Relationships of Florida Power Corporation. May 2, 1988.

Cambridge Electric Light Company and Commonwealth Electric Company
Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities, Docket Nos. DPU87-2C and DPU87-3C, January
29.1988.

Gulf States Utilities Company
Nineteenth Judicial District Court, State of Louisiana, Case No. 324.224. Division "I",
January 28, 1988.

Utah Power and Light Company, PacifiCorp, PClUP&L Merging Corporation
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. EC88-2-000. January 8, 1988 and
February 24, 1988.

Illinois Power Company
Illinois Commerce Commission. Docket No. 87-0695, November 19, 1987, June 10. 1988 and
July 22. 1988.

Canal Electric Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER86-704-001, October 15,1987.



•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

John H. Landon - page 7

Minnesota Power and Light Company
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, Docket No. E-O IS/GR-87-223, September 16, 1987.

Gulf States Utilities Company
Texas Public Utility Commission, Docket Nos. 6755 and 7195. April 13. 1987.

Gulf States Utilities Company
Louisiana Public Service Commission, Docket No. U-I7282. March 23, 1987 and May 26, 1987.

Arizona Public Service Company
Arizona Corporation Commission. Docket No. U-1345-85-367, February 13, 1987 and March
16, 1987.

Delmarva Power and Light Company
Delaware Public Service Commission, PSC Regulation Docket No. 14 (Concerning Gas and
Electric Fuel Adjustment Clauses), December 1.1986 and December 21, 1987.

Southern California Edison Company
United States District Court, Centra] District of California. Civil Action No. 78-081 O-MRP,
August 26-28, 1986.

Florida Power and Light Company
Florida Public Service Commission, Docket No. 860786-EI, August ]5. 1986 and September 5,
1986.

Jersey Central Power and Light Company
New Jersey Board of Pub]ic Utilities, BPU Docket No. 8511-1116. August 7. 1986.

Florida Power and Light Company
Florida Public Service Commission. Docket No. 850673-EU. Generic Investigation of Standby
Rates. July 16, 1986 and July 30, 1986.

Commonwealth Edison Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. Docket Nos. ER86-76-001 and ER86-230-001.
June 23, 1986.

Gulf States Utilities Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER85-538-001, January 6. 1986 and Apri]
25, 1986.

Arizona Public Service Company
Arizona Corporation Commission, Docket No. U-1345-8S-156, November 15, 1985, February 3,
1986 and February 18, 1986.

Eastern Utility Associates Power Corporation
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. EL85-46-000, September 20, 1985.

Southern California Edison Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER79-150-000 (Phase ll) Price Squeeze.
August 20. 1985.
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Baltimore Gas and Electric Company
Maryland Public Service Commission, Case No. 7871, August 1, 1985 and December 16. 1985.

Central Vermont Public Service Corporation
Vennont Public Service Board, Docket No. 5030, July 12. 1985.

Delmarva Power and Light Company
Maryland Public Service Commission, Case No. 7871. June 28, 1985 and December 16, 1985.

Florida Power and Light Company
Florida Public Service Commission, Docket No. 840399-EU, April 19. 1985 and May 1. 1985.

Central and South West Services, Inc.
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER82-545, et aI., April II, 1985.

Gulf States Utilities Company
Louisiana Public Service Commission, Docket No. U-16338, April 9, 1985.

Gulf States Utilities Company
Federal Energy. Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER84-568-000, February 22, 1985.

Gulf States Utilities Company
Texas Public Utility Commission, Docket No. 5820, October 15, 1984.

Central and South West Services, Inc.
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER84-31-000, August 6, 1984.

Delmarva Power and Light Company
Delaware Public Service Commission, Docket No. 84-21, July 3, 1984 and July 10, 1985.

Houston Lighting and Power Company
Texas Public Utility Commission, Docket No. 5779, June 7, 1984.

Gulf States Utilities Company
Louisiana Public Service Commission, Docket No. V-16038, June 7, 1984.

Gulf States Utilities Company
Texas Public Utility Commission, Docket No. 5560, April 23. 1984.

Pennsylvania Power Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER81-779, December 1, 1983.

American Electric Power System Companies
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. E-9206, Nevember 21, 1983 and November
5, 1984.

Appalachian Power Company
Public Service Commission of West Virginia, Case No. 83-384-E-GI, November 2, 1983.

Investor-Owned Electric and Gas Utilities of Iowa
Iowa State Commerce Commission, Docket No. RMU-83-17, October 27, 1983.
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Appalachian Power Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket Nos. ER82-853 and ER82-854, October 31,
1983.

Ohio Edison Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER82-79 (Phase II), April 15, 1983.

Ohio Power Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket Nos. ER82-553 and ER82-554. March 25.
1983, May 20, 1983 and June 27, 1983.

Pennsylvania Power Company
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, Docket No. R-821918C002, January 21, 1983.

Indiana and Michigan Electric Company
United States District Court, Northern District of Indiana, Civil Action No. F78-148, March
1982.

Louisiana Power and Light Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket Nos. EL81-13 and ER81-457, September 4,
1981 and September 13,1981.

Philadelphia Electric Company
United States District Court, Eastern District of Pennsylvania, Civil Action No. 78-2533, July
7-9,1981.

Appalachian Power Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. EL78-13, March 1981 and January 1982.

Arkansas Power and Light Company
Arkansas Public Service Commission, Docket No. F-Q07, November 1980.

Central Vermont Public Service Corporation
State of Vermont Public Service Board, PSB Docket No. 4299, November 30, 1979.

Union Electric Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER77-614, February 9, 1979.

Wisconsin Power and Light Company
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER77-347, May 31, 1978 and March 7,
1979.

Empire State Power Resources, Inc.
New York State Public Service Commission, Case No. 26798, October 11, 1977.

Stan' of the Securities and Exchange Commission
Securities and Exchange Commission, In the Matter of Delmarva Power and Light Company,
File No. 59-144, April 30, 1973.
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EXPERT REPORTS AND AFFIDAVITS

"Affidavit of John H. Landon on behalf of American Electric Power Marketing. Inc., et al. before the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER96-2495 et al., August 7. 2000.

"Rebuttal Repon of John H. Landon, Ph.b." in response to Expen Repon of Richard S. Barnes.
CPAlABV in the matter of Berarducci v. GE Lighting before the United States District Coun
Nonhern District of California, Case No C98-3448-MJJ, August 4,2000.

"Rebuttal Repon of John Landon," in response to the Expen Repon of William H. Kaempfer, Ph.D. in
the matter of David Minshall v. The McGraw-Hill Companies and MHGH-TV before the United States
District Coun for the District of Colorado, Case No.. C 98-M-2694, July 19, 2000.

"Declaration of Dr. John H. Landon" in the matter of Tennessee Valley Authority v. United States
Environmental Protection Agency, and John H. Hankinson Jr.• Regional Administrator, United States
Environmental Protection Agency, Region IV at the United States Coun of Appeals for the Eleventh
Circuit, Docket Nos. 00-1 231O-E and 00-12459-E (Consolidated under Docket No 123IO-E). July 12.
2000.

"Expen Repon of John H. Landon," related to calculation of damages in the matter of David Minshall
v. The McGraw-Hill Companies and KMGH-TV, before the United States District Coun for the
District of Colorado. Case No. C98-M-2694, June 19,2000.

"An Economic Assessment of the Benefits of Repealing PUHCA," an independent analysis of the costs
and benefits of the Public Utility Holding Company Act of 1935 (PUHCA) commissioned by Mid-
American Energy Holdings Company, April 2000. .

"Expert Report of John H. Landon," related to calculation of damages in the matter of Sarah Stevens
vs. UCSF-Stanford Health Care, et al., before the United States District Court for the Northern District
of California, Case No. C99-0575, March 7, 2000.

"Expert Repon of John H. Landon," related to calculation of damages in the matter of Donald H.
Kelley vs. Shepard's/McGraw-Hill, Inc., before the District Coun of EI Paso County, State of
Colorado, Case No. 98-CV-3850. Division 6, March I. 2000.

"Expert Report of John H. Landon," related to economic damages allegedly attributable to
Airworthiness Directive 96-01-03 in the matter of Evergreen Airlines v. Hayes Pemco, before the
United States District Coun for the Northern District of California, Case No. C-96-2494-WHO,
December 23, 1999.

"Expert Report of John H. Landon," related to calculation of lost income in the matter of William H.
Coleman III v. 24 Hour Fitness Inc., et al. before the United States District Court District of Colorado,
Case No. 99-WM-483, December I, 1999.

"Expert Report of John H. Landon," related to calculation of lost income in the matter of Christian
Hellwig v. Autodesk, Inc., before the Superior Court of the State of California for the County of Marin,
Case No. 174842, November 8,1999.
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"Affidavit of John H. Landon on Behalf of American Electric Power Company," prepared on behalf of
American Electric Power Company before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Case No. 98­
0452-E-GI, September 21, 1999.

"Affidavit of John H. Landon," prepared on behalf of American Electric Power Company before the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER96-2495-12, September 16. 1999.

"Expen Repon of John H. Landon," related to calculation of damages in the matter of Willis William
Ritter, ill v. Cooper Industries, Inc., before the United States District Coun, Nonhern District of
California, Case No. C 96-2838 TEH, September 10, 1999.

"Expen Repon of John H. Landon," in compliance with Rule 26(a) in the matter of Kathleen Betts v.
United Airlines, Inc., before the United States District Court, Court of California, Case No. C97-4329
CW, December 8, 1998.

"Expert Report of John H. Landon," in compliance with Rule 26(a) in the matter of Thomas L. Kerstein
v. The McGraw-Hill Companies, Docket No. 96-Z-1087, February 2, 1998.
"Expert Repon of John H. Landon," in compliance with Rule 26(a) in the matter of Trigen-Oklahoma
City Energy Corporation v. Oklahoma Gas & Electric Company, before the United States District
Coun, Western District of Oklahoma, Case No. CIV-96-1595-L, October 9, 1998.

"Expert Repon of John H. Landon, " in compliance with Rule 26(a) in the matter of Donald H. Kelley
v. Shepard'slMcGraw-Hill, Inc., before the District Court, El Paso County. Colorado. Case No. 96-CV­
2449, August 10, 1997.

"Expert Report of John H. Landon," in compliance with Rule 26(a) in the matter of Augusta Software
Design, Inc. v. Shepard'slMcGraw-Hill, Inc., before the District Court, City and County of Denver,
Colorado, Case No. 96-eV-6977, April 13, 1997.

"Expen Repon of John H. Landon," in compliance with Rule 26(a) in the matter of Konrad Schmidt,
III v. Shepard'slMcGraw-Hill, Inc., before the District Court, El Paso County, Colorado, Case No. 96­
CV-1731, April 9, 1997.

"Expert Report of John H. Landon," in compliance with Rule 26(a) in the matter of Dennis Brienon et
al. v. Emery Worldwide, et aI., Docket No. CV 753391, August 8, 1997.

"Expert Report of John H. Landon," in compliance with Rule 26(a) in the matter of Arthur W. Manning
v. McGraw-Hill, Inc., Docket No. 94-13-1697, July 10, 1997.

"Affidavit of John H. Landon," on behalf of American Electric Power Service Corporation before the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER93-540-001, July 18, 1996.

"Rebuttal to Expert Report of Phillip Allman," expert rebuttal repon of John H. Landon prepareQ on
behalf of Family Health Foundation, Inc. in the United States District Coun, Nonhern District of
California, Case No. C95-2013, September 9, 1996.

"Rebuttal to Expen Repon of Ona Schissel," expert rebuttal report of John H. Landon prepared on
behalf of Family Health Foundation, Inc. in the United States District Court, Northern District of
California, Case No. C95-2013, August 23, 1996.
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"Expert Report of John H. Landon," prepared on behalf of Family Health Foundation. Inc. in the
United States District Court, Northern District of California, Case No. C95-2013, July 16, 1996.

"Expert Report of John H. Landon on behalf of Nevada Power Company," in a private arbitration
before the American Arbitration Association in the matter Saguaro Power Company. Inc. \'. Nevada
Power Company, AAA Case No. 79 Y 199 0054 95, April 4, 1996.

"An Overview of the Electric Utility Industry." expert report of John H. Landon prepared on behalf of
El Paso Electric Company before the United States District Court, District of New Mexico. Civil
Action No. 95-485-LCS. March 1. 1996.

"Adverse Consequences and Material Impainnent Resulting from the Las Cruces Condemnation,"
expert report of John H. Landon prepared on behalf of El Paso Electric Company before the United
States District Court. District of New Mexico. Civil Action No. 95-485-LCS. March I, 1996.

"Statement of John H. Landon," on behalf of PECD Energy Company regarding Investigation into
Electric Power Competition. before the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, Docket No. 1-940032.
January 6. 1996.

"Expert Report of John H. Landon on behalf of Nevada Power Company." in a private arbitration
before the American Arbitration Association in the matter Nevada Cogeneration Associates # J and
Nevada Cogeneration Associates #2 v. Nevada Power Company. AAA Case No. 79 Y 199 0064 95,
November 14, 1995.

"Rebuttal Expert Report of John H. Landon," prepared on behalf of Southern California Gas Company
before a private arbitration panel in the matter Marathon Oil Company v. Southern CaLifornia Gas
Company. April 21, 1995. .

. "Expert Report of John H. Landon," prepared on behalf of Southern California Gas Company before a
private arbitration panel in the matter Marathon Oil Company v. Southern California Gas Company,
April 7, 1995.

"Initial Comments of National Economic Research Associates. Inc. on Rorida DSM Employment
Impacts," prepared for Rorida Power & Light Company, January 1994, with Mark P. Berkman and
Peter H. Griffes.

"Answers to Questions Concerning the Treatment of Distribution Companies," prepared for the
Chilean National Energy Commission, October 25, 1993.

"Final Report on Transmission Pricing in Chile to the Chilean National Energy Commission," prepared
for the Chilean National Energy Commission, October 25, 1993.

"A Proposal for Backstop Regulation for Cable Television Prices," prepared on behalf of Time Warner
Bntertainment Company, L.P. before the Federal Communications Commission. August 25. 1993, with
Lewis Perl. Paul Brandon and Anna Della Valle.

"Affidavit of John H. Landon on Behalf of Northeast Utilities Service Company," prepared on behalf
of Northeast Utilities Service Company before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. Docket
Nos. EC90-10-007. et al.. April 27, 1993.

"Incentive Regulation in the Electric Utility Industry," a survey of state regulation programs throughout
the United States, January 1993.
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"Affidavit of John H. Landon in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment," prepared on behalf of
Portland General Electric Company before the United States District Court. District of Oregon. Civil
Action Nos. 90-524 FR and 90-592 FR, December 9, 1992.

"Affidavit of John H. Landon onBehalf of Northeast Utilities Service Company," prepared in support
of Request for Rehearing of Northeast Utilities Service Company before the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Docket No. ER92-766-000, November 2, 1992.

"Declaration of John Landon in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment or Alternatively
for Summary Adjudication," prepared on behalf of Benziger Family Ranch Associates d/b/a! Glen
Ellen Winery before the Superior Court of California, Sonoma County, Case No. 187834. October 9,
1992.

"Supplemental Expert Report of John H. Landon in Response to the Expert Report of Gordon T.c.
Taylor," prepared on behalf of Portland General Electric Company before the United States District
Court, District of Oregon, Civil Action Nos. 90-524 FR and 90-592 FR, August 28, 1992.

"Expert Report of John H. Landon," prepared on behalf of Portland General Electric Company before
the United States District Court, District of Oregon, Civil Action Nos. 90-524 FR and 90-592 FR. July
3,1992.

"Declaration of John Landon in Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Pennanent Injunction," an affidavit
prepared on behalf of Sega of America, Inc. before the United States District Court. Central District of
California, Civil Action No. CV-90 2323 RJK, April 23, 1992.

"Preliminary Report for the Colombian National Planning Department," presented'to the Colombian
National Planning Department, Bogota, Colombia, November 7, 1991

"The United States Electric Utility Industry," presented at the Seminar on Restructuring the Electric
Power Subsector in Colombia, Paipa, Colombia, sponsored by The World Bank, May 31-June 1, 1991.

"Affidavit of John H. Landon," prepared on behalf J. F. Shea Company, Coast Cable Partners, et ai.
before the United States District Court, Northern District of California, San Jose Division. Civil Action
No. C-90-20073 WAI, October 3, 1990.

"Incentive Regulation in the Electric Utility Industry," a survey of state regulation programs throughout
the United States, July 1990.

"An Estimate of the Economic Loss Sustained by Brian Nelson as a Result of His Job Loss," an Expert
Report prepared on behalf of Pacific Gas and Electric Company before the Superior Court of the State
of California, City and County of San Francisco, Case No. 864961, June 20, 1990.

"Affidavit of John H. Landon on Behalf of Florida Power & Light Company," prepared on behalf of
Florida Power & Light Company before the United States District Court, Middle District of Florida,
Tampa Division, Civil Action No. 88-1622-CIV-T-13C, March 30, 1990. .

"Declaration of John H. Landon in Support of Defendant's Motion to Exclude Plaintiffs Expert
Witness on Damages or, Alternatively, to Bifurcate Trial on Liability and Damages Issues," an affidavit
prepared on behalf of Clyde Robin Seed Company, Inc. before the United States District Court,
Northern District of California, Civil Action No. C 88-4540 SC, February 23, 1990.
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"Expert Report of John H. Landon," prepared on behalf of Florida Power and Light Company, FPL
Group, Inc. and FPL Energy Service, Inc. before the United States District Court, Southern District of
Florida, Civil Action No. 88-2145, December 8, 1989.

"An Evaluation of the OCC's Performance Incentive Proposal and Suggestions for a New Performance
Incentive Program," a report prepared on behalf of the Ohio Electric Utility Institute, September 23.
1988, with Stephen M. S1. Marie.

"Comments Responding to BPU Staffs Assessment of Cogeneration and Small Power Production:'
prepared on behalf of Public Service Electric and Gas Company before the New Jersey Board of Public
Utilities, Docket No. 8010-687B, August 31, 1987, with Joe D. Pace.

"Incentive Regulation in the Electric Utility Industry," a survey of state regulation programs throughout
the United States, July 1987.

"Comments (Initial and Reply) of National Economic Research Associates. Inc .... prepared on behalf of
Illinois Power Company before the lllinois Commerce Commission, No. 86-NOI-I, Excess Capacity,
December 15, 1986 and January 20, 1987.
"Incentive Regulation in the Electric Utility Industry," a survey of state regulation programs

throughout the United States, October 1985.

"Utility Performance Evaluation," prepared for the Rate Research Committee of the Edison Electric
Institute. September 18, 1984, with David A. Huettner.

"Comments on the Proposed Standard for Utility Construction Decision Making." prepared on behalf
of the Ohio Electric Utility Institute before the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio, Case
No. 84-6I-AU-0RD, April 28, 1984.

"Expert Report of John H. Landon," prepared on behalf of Pennsylvania Power Company before the
United States District Court. Western District of Pennsylvania, Civil Action No. 77-1145. March I,
1984.

"Additional Comments," prepared on behalf of the Investor-Owned Electric and Gas Utilities of Iowa
before the Iowa State Commerce Commission, Docket No. RMU-83-17. October 1983.

"Recommendations of the Investor-Owned Electric and Gas Utilities of Iowa in Response to the Iowa
State Commerce Commission Request for Comments in Docket No. RMU-83-17," prepared in
conjunction with Iowa investor-owned utilities. October 1983.

"Report to the Iowa State Commerce Commission on Measuring Productivity of Electric Utilities,"
prepared on behalf of Investor-Owned Electric and Gas Utilities of Iowa before the Iowa State
Commerce Commission, Docket No. RMU-83-17, October 1983.

"Analysis of the Operations Review Division Proposal," prepared on behalf of the Investor-Owned
Electric and Gas Utilities of Iowa before the Iowa State Commerce Commission, Docket No. RMU-83­
17. October 21, 1983.

"Comment on 'Incentive Regulation in the Electric Utility Industry'," prepared on behalf of a
consortium of electric utilities and submitted to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. March
1983.
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"Expert Report on Competition and Relevant Markets." prepared on behalf of Delmarva Power and
Light Company before the United States District Court. District of Delaware. Civil Action Nos. 77-::!54
and 77-296. December 15. 1982.

"Measuring Productivity of Electric Utilities." a report prepared for Wisconsin Electric Power
Company. May 1982.

"Analysis of Chapter 14 'Competition' of the National Power Grid Study." prepared by NERA for the
Edison Electric Institute. December 20. 1979.

"Short Term Economic Forecasting Techniques for Selected Atlantic Fisheries:' prepared for U.S.
Department of Commerce. National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. National Marine
Fisheries Service. Office of Fisheries Development. Economic Analysis Group. April 1978. with Lee
G. Anderson.

"Economic Impact of Alternative Crude Oil Transfer Techniques in the Lower Delaware Region: A
Report on a Proposed Analytic Design," prepared for the Center for the Study of Marine Policy•

. College of Marine Studies. University of Delaware. September 30, 1974. with William R. Latham and
Mark G. Brown.

PUBLICATIONS

"Retail Access Pilot Programs: Where's the Beef?," The Electricity Journal, Vol. 9, No. 10, December
1996. pp. 19-25. with Edward P. Kahn.

"Wine Wars: An Economic Analysis of WinerylDistributor Litigation," Practical Winery & Vineyard,
JanuarylFebruary 1994, pp. 40-41, with Kara T. Boatman.

"Use and Abuse of Economic Experts in Winning a Business Jury Trial," American Bar Association.
National Institute, November 1990. with Lewis J. Perl. (Reprinted in How to Win a Business Jury
Trial. copyright 1990. 1991 and 1992, American Bar Association.)

"Opportunity Costs as a Legitimate Component of the Cost of Transmission Service," Public Utilities
Fonnightly. December 7, 1989, with Joe D. Pace and Paul L. Joskow.

"Theories of Vertical Integration and Their Application to the Electric Utility Industry," The Antitrust
Bulletin. Spring 1983.

"Measuring Electric Utility Efficiency," Proceedings of the Fall Industrial Engineering Conference,
American Institute of Industrial Engineers, Cincinnati, Ohio, November 14-17. 1982.

"Introducing Competition into the Electric Utility Industry: An Economic Appraisal," Energy Law
Journal. Vol. 3. No. I, May 1982, pp. 1-65, with Joe D. Pace.

"Regional Econometric Models: Specification and Simulation of a Quarterly Alternative for Small
Regions," Journal ofRegional Science, Vol. 19, No.1, 1979, pp. 1-13, with William R. Latham and
Kenneth A. Lewis.

"Electric Utilities: Economies and Diseconomies of Scale," Southern Economic Journal, Vol. 44, No.
4, April 1978. pp. 883-912, with David A. Huettner.
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"Restructuring the Electric Utility Industry: A Modest Proposal," Electric Power Reform: The
Alternativesfor Michigan, William H. Shaker, Wilben Steffy. eds. (Ann Arbor. Mich.: Institute of
Science and Technology, The University of Michigan, 1976), pp. 217-229. with David A. Huettner.

"Market Structure, Nonpecuniary Factors, and Professional Salaries: Registered Nurses." Journal of
Economics and Business, Vol. 28, 1975-1976, pp. 151-155, with Charles R. Link.

"Richard Hellman, Government Competition in the Electric Utility Industry: A Theoretical and
Empirical Study," The Antitrust Bulletin, Vol. XX, No.3, Fall 1975, pp. 681-684. [Book Review.]

"Changing Technology and Optimal Industrial Structure," Technological Change: Economics.
Management and Environment, Bela Gold, ed. (New York, N.Y.: Pergamon Press, 1975), Chapter 4,
pp. 107-127.

"Monopsony and Teachers' Salaries: Some Contrary Evidence 3A Comment," Industrial and lAbor
Relations Review, Vol. 28, No.4, July 1975, pp. 574-577.

"Monopsony and Union Power in the Market for Nurses," Southern Economic Journal, Vol. 41. No.4.
April 1975, pp. 649-659, with Charles R. Link.

"Pricing in Combined Gas and Electric Utilities: A Second Look," The A1ltitrust Bulletin, Vol. XVIII,
No.1, Spring 1973, pp. 83-98.

"Political Fragmentation, Income Distribution, and the Demand for Government Services," Nebraska
Journal ofEconomics and Business, Autumn 1972, pp. 171-184, with Roben N. Baird.

"Electric and Gas Combination and Economic Perfonnance," Journal ofEconomics and Business, Fall
1972, Vol. 25, pp. 1-13.

"Discrimination, Monopsony, and Union Power in the Building Trades: A Cross-Sectional Analysis,"
Monthly lAbor Review, April 1972, pp. 24-26, with William Pierce.

"The Effects of Collective Bargaining on Public School Teachers' Salaries 3;4 Comment." Industrial
and lAbor Relations Review, Vol. 25, No.3, April 1972, pp. 410-423, with Roben N. Baird.

"An Economic Analysis of Combination Utilities," The Antitrust Bulletin, Vol. XVll, No. I, Spring
1972, pp. 237-268, with John W. Wilson.

"Teacher Salaries and School Decentralization," Education and Urban Society, February 1972, pp.
197-210, with Roben N. Baird.

"Monopsony in the Market for Public School Teachers," The American Economic Review, Vol. LXI,
No.5, December 1971, pp. 965-971, with Roben N. Baird.

"The Relation of Market Concentration to Advenising Rates: The Newspaper Industry," The Antitrust
Bulletin, Vol. XVI, No.1, Spring 1971, pp. 53-100.

"The Effect of Product Market Concentration on Wage Levels: An Intra-Industry Approach,"
Industrial and lAbor Relations Review, Vol. 23, No.2, January 1970, pp. 237-247.
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